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Abstract Efficient algorithms for solving high-dimensional partial differential
equations (PDEs) has been an exceedingly difficult task for a long time, due to
the curse of dimensionality. We extend the forward-backward stochastic neu-
ral networks (FBSNNs) introduced in [26] which depends on forward-backward
stochastic differential equation (FBSDE) to solve incompressible Navier-Stokes
equation. For Cahn-Hilliard equation, we derive a modified Cahn-Hilliard
equation from a widely used stabilized scheme for original Cahn-Hilliard equa-
tion. This equation can be written as a continuous parabolic system, where
FBSDE can be applied and the unknown solution is approximated by neural
network. Also our method is successfully developed to Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-
Stokes (CHNS) equation. The accuracy and stability of our methods are shown
in many numerical experiments, specially in high dimension.
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1 Introduction

High-dimensional nonlinear partial differential equations (PDEs) are used
widely in a number of areas of social and natural sciences. Due to the signif-
icant nonlinearity of nonlinear PDEs, particularly in high-dimensional cases,
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analytical solutions to nonlinear PDEs are typically difficult to acquire. There-
fore, numerical solutions to these kinds of nonlinear PDEs are very impor-
tant. However, due to their exponential increase in complexity, traditional
approaches like finite difference method and finite element method fail in
high-dimensional instances. Many fields pay close attention to developments
in numerical algorithms for solving high-dimensional PDEs. There are several
numerical methods for solving nonlinear high-dimensional partial differential
equations here, such as Monte Carlo method[11, 38], lattice rule[5] and sparse
grid method[31, 36], etc. They exhibit relative adaptability in addressing high-
dimensional problems. However, they typically require substantial computa-
tional resources, especially in high-dimensional scenarios. Monte Carlo method
often demands a large number of sample points, while lattice rule and sparse
grid method may require finer grids or adaptive strategies. Moreover, their
convergence rates are usually relatively slow, particularly in high-dimensional
situations. Achieving the desired accuracy may entail a significant amount of
computation.

Recently, deep neural networks (DNNs) have been used to create numerical
algorithms which work well at overcoming the curse of dimensionality and
successfully solving high-dimensional PDEs[1, 6, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 26,
27, 29, 32, 37, 40, 41, 43]. Inspired by Ritz method, deep Ritz method (DRM)
[6] is proposed to solve variational problem arising from PDEs. The deep
Galerkin method (DGM) is proposed in [32] to solve high-dimensional PDEs
by approximating the solution with a deep neural network which is trained to
satisfy the differential operator, initial condition, and boundary conditions.The
physics-informed neural networks (PINN) is presented in [27], where the PDE
is embedded into the neural network by utilizing automatic differentiation
(AD). Three adaptive techniques to improve the computational performance of
DNNs methods for high-dimensional PDEs are presented in [41]. The authors
in [13] proposed an approach for scattering problems connected with linear
PDEs of the Helmholtz type that relies on DNNs to describe the forward
and inverse map. In [9], the deep backward stochastic differential equation
(BSDE) method based on the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula (see e.g.[24]) is
proposed, which is used in [10] to estimate the solution of eigenvalue problems
for semilinear second order differential operators.

The PINN and deep BSDE method are two different kinds of numerical
frameworks for solving general PDEs. The AD is used to avoid truncation
error and the numerical quadrature errors of variational form. Some gradi-
ent optimization methods are used to update the neural network so that the
loss of the differential equation and boundary condition is reduced. The deep
BSDE method treats the BSDE as a stochastic control problem with the gra-
dient of the solution being the policy function and parameterizes the control
process of the solution by DNNs. Then it trains the resulting sequence of net-
works in a global optimization given by the prescribed terminal condition.
These methods do not rely on the training data provided by some external
algorithms, which can be considered as unsupervised learning methods. One
drawback of PINN is the high computational complexity of its loss function,
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which includes the differential operator in the PDE to be solved. On the other
hand, the deep BSDE method does not require the computation of high order
derivatives. Moreover, the loss function used by deep BSDE method involves
only simple additive calculations, thereby deep BSDE method iterates faster.
The deep BSDE method has made high-dimensional problems solvable, which
allows us to solve high-dimensional semilinear PDEs in a reasonable amount
of time. Recently, there are some works related to deep BSDE method, see
[1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 10, 20, 21, 22, 25, 26, 33, 34, 35]. Based on the deep BSDE
method, an improved method called FBSNNs is proposed in [26]. The method
proceeds by approximating the unknown solution using a fully connected feed-
forward neural network (FNN) and obtains the required gradient vector by
applying AD. However, because the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula is in-
volved in the reformulation procedure, FBSNNs can only handle some specific
Cauchy problems without boundary conditions. Then, it is desirable to ex-
tend the FBSNNs to other kinds of PDEs and deal with the problems with
boundary conditions.

The Navier-Stokes equation is an important equation in fluid dynamics
and the Cahn-Hilliard equation is widely used in multi-phase problems. These
equations are difficult to solve due to their complexity. There are many deep
learning methods that have been applied to solve these equations in one or two
dimensions (see e.g.[17, 18, 19, 28, 39, 42]). However, these methods fail due
to excessive complexity when the dimension is more than three. We choose to
introduce the FBSNNs presented in [26] to solve these equations. We convert
the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations into FBSDEs and then employ FB-
SNNs to solve them in two or three dimension. We develop a suitable numerical
method based on the reflection principle to deal with the Neumann boundary
condition and handle the Dirichlet boundary condition using the method men-
tioned in [23]. We rewrite the Cahn-Hilliard equation into a system of parabolic
equations by adding stable terms reasonably, then the numerical solution of
the new system is obtained using the FBSNNs. However, when dealing with
mixed boundary condition, the above method should be improved. We utilize
an approach which is similar to the method for Dirichlet boundary case, mean-
while we add an extra error item to the final loss function for the Neumann
boundary condition. The equation can also be solved for periodic boundary
condition with techniques involved the periodicity. Therefore, we can natu-
rally solve the CHNS equation which is a coupled system of Navier-Stokes and
Cahn-Hilliard equations.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce
FBSDEs, deep BSDE method and FBSNNs method briefly. In Section 3, we
present the approach to solve incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with
different boundary conditions. A methodology is proposed in Section 4 to solve
Cahn-Hilliard equation with different boundary conditions. In Section 5, the
method to solve CHNS system is developed. Numerical experiments are given
in Section 6 to verify the effectiveness of our methods. Finally, conclusions and
remarks are given in Section 7.
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2 FBSDEs, deep BSDE method and FBSNNs

2.1 A brief introduction of FBSDEs

The FBSDEs where the randomness in the BSDE driven by a forward
stochastic differential equation (SDE), is written in the general form

dXs = b(s,Xs)ds+ σ(s,Xs)dWs, s ∈ [0, T ],

X0 = x0,

− dYs = f(s,Xs, Ys, Zs)ds− ZT
s σ(s,Xs)dWs, s ∈ [0, T ],

YT = g(XT ),

(1)

where {Ws}0≤s≤T is a d-dimensional Brownian motion, b : [0, T ]× Rd → Rd,
σ : [0, T ] × Rd → Rd×d, f : [0, T ] × Rd × Rm × Rd×m → Rm and g : [0, T ] ×
Rd → Rm are all deterministic mappings of time and space, with the fixed
T > 0. We refer to Z as the control process according to the stochastic
control terminology. In order to guarantee the existence of a unique solution
pair {(Ys, Zs)}0≤s≤T adapted to the augmented natural filtration, the standard
well-posedness assumptions of [24] are required. Indeed, considering the quasi-
linear, parabolic terminal problem

ut(t, x) + Lu(t, x) + f(t, x, u(t, x),∇u(t, x)) = 0, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd, (2)

with u(T, x) = g(x) and L is the second-order differential operator

Lu(t, x) = 1

2

d∑
i,j=1

ai,j(t, x)
∂2u(t, x)

∂xi∂xj
+

d∑
i=1

bi(t, x)
∂u(t, x)

∂xi
, ai,j = [σσT ]ij ,

(3)
the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula indicates that the solution of (1) coincides
almost exactly with the solution of (2) (cf., e.g., [24])

Ys = u(s,Xs), Zs = ∇u (s,Xs) , s ∈ [0, T ]. (4)

As a result, the BSDE formulation offers a stochastic representation to the syn-
chronous solution of a parabolic problem and its gradient, which is a distinct
advantage for numerous applications in stochastic control.

2.2 Deep BSDE method

Inorder to review the deep BSDE method proposed in [9], we consider the
following FBSDEs

Xt = x0 +

∫ t

0

b(s,Xs)ds+

∫ t

0

σ(s,Xs)dWs,

Yt = g(XT ) +

∫ T

t

f(s,Xs, Ys, Zs)ds−
∫ T

t

ZT
s σ(s,Xs)dWs,

(5)
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which is the integration form of (1). Given a partition of the time interval
[0, T ] : 0 = t0 < t1 < ... < tN = T , the Euler-Maruyama scheme is used to
discretize for Xt and Yt and we have

Xtn+1
= Xtn + b(tn, Xtn)∆tn + σ(tn, Xtn)∆Wtn ,

Ytn+1
(Xtn+1

) = Ytn(Xtn)− ftn(Xtn , Ytn(Xtn), Ztn(Xtn))∆tn

+ ZT
tn(Xtn)σ(tn, Xtn)∆Wtn ,

(6)

where ∆tn = tn+1 − tn = T
N , ∆Wtn =Wtn+1

−Wtn . The Ztn(Xtn) is approx-
imated by a FNN with parameter θn for n = 1, · · · , N − 1. The initial values
Yt0(Xt0) and Zt0(Xt0) are treated as trainable parameters in the model. To
make Yt0(Xt0) to approximate u(t0, Xt0), the difference in the matching with
a given terminal condition is used to define the expected loss function

l (Yt0(Xt0), Zt0(Xt0), θ1, ..., θN−1) =
1

M

M∑
m=1

|(g − YtN )(XtN ,m)|2 , (7)

which represents M different realizations of the underlying Brownian motion,
where the subscript m corresponds to the m-th realization of the underlying
Brownian motion. The process is called the deep BSDE method.

2.3 FBSNNs

Raissi [26] introduced neural networks called FBSNNs to solve FBSDEs.
The unknown solution u(t, x) is approximated by the FNN with the input
(t, x) and the required gradient vector ∇u(t, x) is attained by applying AD.
The parameter θ of FNN can be learned by minimizing the loss function given
explicitly in equation (9) obtained from discretizing the FBSDEs (5) using the
Euler-Maruyama scheme

Xtn+1
= Xtn + b(tn, Xtn)∆tn + σ(tn, Xtn)∆Wtn ,

Ỹtn+1
(Xtn+1

) = Ytn(Xtn)− ftn(Xtn , Ytn(Xtn), Ztn(Xtn))∆tn

+ ZT
tn(Xtn)σ(tn, Xtn)∆Wtn ,

(8)

where Ytn(Xtn) represents the estimated value of u(tn, Xtn) given by the FNN

and Ỹtn+1
(Xtn+1

) is the reference value corresponding to Ytn+1
(Xtn+1

), which
is obtained from the calculation in (8). The loss function is then given by

l(θ) =

M∑
m=1

[
N−1∑
n=0

|(Ỹtn+1 − Ytn+1)(Xtn+1,m)|2 + |(g − YtN )(XtN ,m)|2
]
, (9)

where the subscripts m is the same meaning as it in (7).
The deep BSDE method only calculates the value of u(t0, Xt0). This means

that in order to obtain an approximation to Ytn(Xtn) = u(tn, Xtn) at a later
time tn > t0, we have to retrain the algorithm. Furthermore, the number
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of the FNNs grows with the number of time steps N , which makes training
difficult. In this article, we use the FBSNNs. The FNN is expected to be able
to approximate u(t, x) over the entire computational area instead of only one
point. That is, we will use multiple initial points to train the FNN. In order
to improve the efficiency, the number of Brownian motion trajectories for each
initial point is set as M = 1.

3 Deep neural network for solving the incompressible
Navier-Stokes equation

3.1 A class of FBSDEs associated to the incompressible Navier-Stokes
equation

The Cauchy problem for deterministic backward Navier–Stokes equation
for the velocity field of the incompressible and viscous fluid is

{
ut + ν∆u+ (u · ∇)u+∇p+ f = 0, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

∇ · u = 0, u(T ) = g,
(10)

which is obtained from the classical Navier–Stokes equation via the time-
reversing transformation

(u, p, f)(t, x) → (−u, p, f)(T − t, x), 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

Here u = u(t, x) represents the d-dimensional velocity field of a fluid, p =
p(t, x) is the pressure, ν > 0 is the viscosity coefficient, and f = f(t, x) stands
for the external force. We now study the backward Navier–Stokes equation
(10) in Rd with different boundary conditions.

Then, the PDE (10) is associated through the nonlinear Feynman-Kac
formula to the following FBSDEs


dXs =

√
2νdWs, s ∈ [0, T ],

X0 = x0,

− dYs = (f(s,Xs) +∇p (s,Xs) + (Ys · ∇)Ys) ds−
√
2νZT

s dWs, s ∈ [0, T ],

YT = g(XT ),
(11)

where

Ys = u (s,Xs) , Zs = ∇u (s,Xs) .
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3.2 The algorithm for solving the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation

Given a partition of [0, T ] : 0 = t0 < t1 < ... < tN = T , we consider the
Euler-Maruyama scheme with n = 0, ..., N − 1 for FBSDEs (11)


Xtn+1

= Xtn +
√
2ν∆Wtn ,

Ỹtn+1
(Xtn+1

) = Ytn(Xtn)− (ftn +∇Ptn + (Ytn · ∇)Ytn)(Xtn)∆tn

+
√
2νZT

tn(Xtn)∆Wtn ,

(12)

where ∆tn = tn+1− tn = T
N and ∆Wtn =Wtn+1

−Wtn . The (Ytn , Ptn)
T repre-

sents the estimated value of (u, p)T at time tn given by the FNN, respectively.

The Ỹtn+1
(Xtn+1

) is the reference value of Ytn+1
(Xtn+1

), which is obtained from
the calculation in the second equation in (12). We utilize K different initial
sampling points for training the FNN. The algorithm of the proposed scheme
is summarized in Algorithm 1. Illustration of the Algorithm 1 for solving the
incompressible Navier-Stokes equation is shown in Figure 1.

Algorithm 1 Algorithm for the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation

Input: Number of initial sampling points K, terminal time T , number of time
intervals N , viscosity coefficient ν, maximum number of training iterations
Miter.

Output: The optimal FNN Uθ.
1: Initialize the FNN Uθ;
2: Select initial sampling points x0;
3: Generate independent d-dimensional standard Brownian motionsWtn(n =

0, ..., N);
4: Compute Xtn+1

according to (12) for n = 0, ..., N − 1;

5: According to (12), use the FNN Uθ with AD to calculate Ỹtn+1
(Xtn+1

) for
n = 0, . . . , N − 1;

6: Minimize the loss function by the Adam algorithm

l(θ) =
1

K

K∑
k=1

[
1

N

N−1∑
n=0

|(Ỹtn+1 − Ytn+1)(Xtn+1,k)|2 + α1|(g − YtN )(XtN ,k)|2

+
α2

N + 1

N∑
n=0

|∇ · Ytn(Xtn,k)|2
]
,

where αi, i = 1, 2 are the weights of the components of the loss function.
The subscript k corresponds to the k-th initial sampling point;

7: Repeat procedures 2 to 6 until the maximum number of training iterations
Miter is reached.
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Fig. 1 Illustration of Algorithm 1 for solving the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation

3.3 The algorithm for solving the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation with
Dirichlet boundary condition

For the backward Navier–Stokes equation (10) in Ω ⊂ Rd with the Dirichlet
boundary condition

u(t, x) = h(t, x), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× ∂Ω, (13)

the corresponding FBSDEs can be rewritten as the following form according
to [23] by the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula

Xt = x0 +

∫ t

0

√
2νdWs,

Yt = Φ(TΛτ,XTΛτ ) +

∫ TΛτ

tΛτ

(f(s,Xs) +∇p (s,Xs)

+ (Ys · ∇)Ys)ds−
∫ TΛτ

tΛτ

√
2νZT

s dWs,

(14)

where aΛb = min{a, b}, the stopping time τ = inf{t > 0 : Xt /∈ Ω} be the first
time that the process Xt exits Ω and

Φ(TΛτ,XTΛτ ) =

{
g(XT ), τ > T, XT ∈ Ω,
h(τ,Xτ ), τ ≤ T, Xτ ∈ ∂Ω.

(15)

Through the Euler scheme, the discrete formulation of the FBSDEs (14) can
be obtained accordingly

Xtn+1
= Xtn +

√
2ν∆Wtn ,

Ỹtn+1Λτ (Xtn+1Λτ ) = YtnΛτ (XtnΛτ )− 1(0,τ)(tn)[(ftn +∇Ptn

+ (Ytn · ∇)Ytn)(Xtn)∆tn −
√
2νZT

tn(Xtn)∆Wtn ],

(16)



FBSDE Neural Networks 9

where 1(0,τ)(tn) = 1, tn ∈ [0, τ). It should be noted that we will calculate the
stop time τ after the iteration of Xtn+1 is completed. Supposing τ = tn+1 when

τ ≤ T , we let Xτ = Xtn+1
on ∂Ω and update ∆Wtn = (Xtn+1

−Xtn)/
√
2ν to

satisfy (16). The algorithm of the proposed scheme is similar as Algorithm 1.

3.4 The algorithm for solving the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation with
Neumann boundary condition

We consider the backward Navier–Stokes equation (10) with the Neumann
boundary condition

∂u(t, x)

∂n
= q(t, x), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× ∂Ω, (17)

where n is the unit normal vector at ∂Ω pointing outward of Ω. Supposing
x ∈ ∂Ω, x+∆x /∈ Ω and x−∆x ∈ Ω, where x+∆x and x−∆x are symmetric
to the boundary ∂Ω. Then we have

u(t, x−∆x)− u(t, x+∆x) ≈ −2q(t, x)|∆x|, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× ∂Ω. (18)

If Xtn+1 ∈ Ω, let X ′
tn+1

= Xtn+1 , and if Xtn+1 /∈ Ω, let X ′
tn+1

∈ Ω is the
symmetric point of Xtn+1

to the boundary ∂Ω. The X ′′
tn+1

is used to denote

the intersection of the line segment Xtn+1
X ′

tn+1
and ∂Ω. Therefore, the dis-

cretization can be rewritten similarly as



Xtn+1 = Xtn +
√
2ν∆Wtn ,

if Xtn+1
/∈ Ω

∆Ytn+1
= q(tn+1, X

′′
tn+1

)|∆Xtn+1
|,

Xtn+1
= X ′

tn+1
,

else

∆Ytn+1 = 0,

end if

Ỹtn+1(Xtn+1) = Ytn(Xtn)− (ftn +∇Ptn + (Ytn · ∇)Ytn)(Xtn)∆tn

+
√
2νZT

tn(Xtn)∆Wtn −∆Ytn+1
,

(19)

where ∆Xtn+1 = Xtn+1 − X ′
tn+1

. The algorithm of the proposed scheme is
similar as Algorithm 1.
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4 Deep neural network for solving the Cahn-Hilliard equation

4.1 Rewrite Cahn-Hilliard equation into a parabolic PDE system

We consider the following Cahn-Hilliard equation, which has fourth order
derivatives, 

ϕt − Ld∆µ+ f = 0, t ≥ 0,

µ+ γ2∆ϕ+ ϕ− ϕ3 = 0, t ≥ 0,

ϕ(0) = −g,
(20)

where ϕ = ϕ(t, x) is the unknown, e.g., the concentration of the fluid, µ =
µ(t, x) is a function of ϕ, e.g.,the chemical potential, Ld > 0 is the diffusion
coefficient and γ > 0 is the model parameter. A first order stabilized scheme
[30] for the Cahn-Hilliard equation (20) reads as

ϕn+1 − ϕn −∆tLd∆µ
n +∆tfn = 0,

µn+1 + γ2∆ϕn + ϕn − (ϕn)3 − S

Ld
(ϕn+1 − ϕn) = 0,

(21)

where S is a suitable stabilized parameter. It is easy to derive the following
equation

µn+1 − µn

∆t
+
γ2∆ϕn

∆t
+
ϕn − (ϕn)3 − S

Ld
(ϕn+1 − ϕn)

∆t
=

−µn

∆t
. (22)

The first equation of (21) and (22) can be regarded as the discretization of
the following modified Cahn-Hilliard equation in [0, T ]

ϕt − Ld∆µ+ f = 0,

µt +
γ2

δ
∆ϕ− S∆µ+

S

Ld
f +

1

δ

(
µ+ ϕ− ϕ3

)
= 0,

ϕ(0) = −g,

(23)

where δ = O(∆t). By reversing the time and defining

(ϕ, µ, f)(t, x) → (−ϕ,−µ, f)(T − t, x), 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

the (ϕ, µ) satisfies the following backward Cahn-Hilliard equation in [0, T ]
ϕt + Ld∆µ+ f = 0,

µt −
γ2

δ
∆ϕ+ S∆µ+

S

Ld
f − 1

δ
(µ+ ϕ− ϕ3) = 0,

ϕ(T ) = g.

(24)

In order to satisfy the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula and utilize the FB-
SNNs, we treat the backward Cahn-Hilliard equation (24) as a semilinear
parabolic differential equation

ψt +A∆ψ + F = 0, (25)
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with ψ = (ϕ, µ)T , A =

(
0 Ld

−γ2

δ S

)
and F =

(
f, S

Ld
f − 1

δ (µ+ ϕ− ϕ3)
)T

.

Supposing λ1 and λ2 are two different eigenvalues of the coefficient matrix
A, then the coefficient matrix A can be diagonalized by R and R−1 so that
D = diag(λ1, λ2) = R−1AR, where R is a matrix of eigenvectors. The system
(25) becomes

ψ̂t +D∆ψ̂ + F̂ = 0, (26)

where ψ̂ = R−1ψ = (ϕ̂, µ̂)T , F̂ = R−1F = (F̂ ϕ̂, F̂ µ̂)T and S is chosen so that

S > 2γ
√

Ld

δ for λ1,2 > 0, where λ1,2 =
S±

√
S2− 4γ2Ld

δ

2 .

Therefore, the system (26) is decomposed into two independent PDEs and
the corresponding FBSDEs can be obtained as follows

dX ϕ̂
s =

√
2λ1dW

ϕ̂
s , s ∈ [0, T ],

dX µ̂
s =

√
2λ2dW

µ̂
s , s ∈ [0, T ],

X ϕ̂
0 = x0, X

µ̂
0 = x0,

− dY ϕ̂
s = F̂ ϕ̂

s ds−
√
2λ1(Z

ϕ̂
s )

T dW ϕ̂
s , s ∈ [0, T ],

− dY µ̂
s = F̂ µ̂

s ds−
√

2λ2(Z
µ̂
s )

T dW µ̂
s , s ∈ [0, T ],

ϕ(T ) = g,

(27)

where

Y ϕ̂
s = ϕ̂

(
s,X ϕ̂

s

)
, Zϕ̂

s = ∇ϕ̂
(
s,X ϕ̂

s

)
, F̂ ϕ̂

s = F̂ ϕ̂
(
s,X ϕ̂

s , ϕ(s,X
ϕ̂
s ), µ(s,X

ϕ̂
s )
)
,

and

Y µ̂
s = µ̂

(
s,X µ̂

s

)
, Zµ̂

s = ∇µ̂
(
s,X µ̂

s

)
, F̂ µ̂

s = F̂ µ̂
(
s,X µ̂

s , ϕ(s,X
µ̂
s ), µ(s,X

µ̂
s )
)
.

The {X ϕ̂
s }0≤s≤T and {X µ̂

s }0≤s≤T are the forward stochastic processes corre-

sponding to ϕ̂ and µ̂ respectively, which are constrained by x0 at the initial
time.

4.2 The algorithm for solving the Cahn-Hilliard equation

Given a partition of [0, T ] : 0 = t0 < t1 < ... < tN = T , we consider the
simple Euler scheme for the FBSDEs (27) with n = 0, ..., N − 1

X ϕ̂
tn+1

= X ϕ̂
tn +

√
2λ1∆W

ϕ̂
tn ,

X µ̂
tn+1

= X µ̂
tn +

√
2λ2∆W

µ̂
tn .

Ỹ ϕ̂
tn+1

(X ϕ̂
tn+1

) = Y ϕ̂
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn)− F̂ ϕ̂

tn(X
ϕ̂
tn , Y

ϕ
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn), Y

µ
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn))∆tn

+
√

2λ1(Z
ϕ̂
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn))

T∆W ϕ̂
tn ,

Ỹ µ̂
tn+1

(X µ̂
tn+1

) = Y µ̂
tn(X

µ̂
tn)− F̂ µ̂

tn(X
µ̂
tn , Y

ϕ
tn(X

µ̂
tn), Y

µ
tn(X

µ̂
tn))∆tn

+
√

2λ2(Z
µ̂
tn(X

µ̂
tn))

T∆W µ̂
tn ,

(28)
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where ∆tn = tn+1 − tn = T
N = δ, ∆W ϕ̂

tn = W ϕ̂
tn+1

− W ϕ̂
tn and ∆W µ̂

tn =

W µ̂
tn+1

− W µ̂
tn . The (Y ϕ̂

tn(X
ϕ̂
tn), Y

µ̂
tn(X

µ̂
tn))

T represents the estimated value of

(ϕ̂(tn, X
ϕ̂
tn), µ̂(tn, X

µ̂
tn))

T . The (Ỹ ϕ̂
tn+1

(X ϕ̂
tn+1

), Ỹ µ̂
tn+1

(X µ̂
tn+1

))T is the reference

value of (Y ϕ̂
tn+1

(X ϕ̂
tn+1

), Y µ̂
tn+1

(X µ̂
tn+1

))T , which is obtained from the last two
equations in (28).

The (Y ϕ
tn , Y

µ
tn)

T represents the estimated value of (ϕ, µ)T at time tn given
by the FNN. Due to the diagonalization, we have

Y ϕ̂
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn) =

[
R−1(Y ϕ

tn , Y
µ
tn)

T (X ϕ̂
tn)
]
1
,

Y µ̂
tn(X

µ̂
tn) =

[
R−1(Y ϕ

tn , Y
µ
tn)

T (X µ̂
tn)
]
2
,

(29)

where subscript 1 or 2 is used to represent the 1-th or 2-th component of the
vector. We utilizeK different initial sampling points for training the FNN. The
algorithm of the proposed scheme is summarized as Algorithm 2. Illustration
of the Algorithm 2 for solving the Cahn-Hilliard equation is shown in Figure
2.

Algorithm 2 Algorithm for the Cahn-Hilliard equation

Input: Number of initial sampling points K, terminal time T , number of time
intervals N , diffusion coefficient Ld, parameters γ, δ and S, matrix R−1,
eigenvalues λ1,2, maximum number of training iterations Miter.

Output: The optimal FNN Uθ.
1: Initialize the FNN Uθ;
2: Select initial sampling points x0;

3: Generate independent d-dimensional standard Brownian motionsW ϕ̂
tn and

W µ̂
tn(n = 0, ..., N);

4: Compute X ϕ̂
tn+1

and X µ̂
tn+1

according to (28) for n = 0, ..., N − 1;

5: According to (28) and (29), use the FNN Uθ with AD to calculate Ỹ ϕ̂
tn+1

(X ϕ̂
tn+1

)

and Ỹ µ̂
tn+1

(X µ̂
tn+1

) for n = 0, . . . , N − 1;
6: Minimize the loss function by the Adam algorithm

l(θ) =
1

K

K∑
k=1

[
1

N

N−1∑
n=0

(
|(Ỹ ϕ̂

tn+1
− Y ϕ̂

tn+1
)(X ϕ̂

tn+1,k
)|2

+|(Ỹ µ̂
tn+1

− Y µ̂
tn+1

)(X µ̂
tn+1,k

)|2
)
+ α1|(g − Y ϕ

tN )(X ϕ̂∪µ̂
tN ,k)|

2
]
,

whereX ϕ̂∪µ̂
tN ,k = X ϕ̂

tN ,k∪X
µ̂
tN ,k and α1 is the weight of the terminal condition.

The subscript k corresponds to the k-th initial sampling point;
7: Repeat procedures 2 to 6 until the maximum number of training iterations
Miter is reached.
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Fig. 2 Illustration of Algorithm 2 for solving the Cahn-Hilliard equation

4.3 The algorithm for solving the Cahn-Hilliard equation with mixed
boundary condition

We consider the Cahn-Hilliard equation (20) in Ω ⊂ Rd with the mixed
condition 

ϕ(t, x) = h(t, x),

∂µ(t, x)

∂n
= q(t, x),

(t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× ∂Ω, (30)

where n is the unit normal vector at ∂Ω pointing outward of Ω. The method
described in Section 3.3 is used to deal with the Dirichlet boundary condition.
For the Neumann boundary condition, it is noted that

∂µ̂

∂n
(t, x) =

[
R−1

(
∂ϕ

∂n
,
∂µ

∂n

)T

(t, x)

]
2

(31)

where ∂ϕ
∂n (t, x) is given by the FNN with AD and subscript 2 represents the

second component. Therefore, the method described in Section 3.4 can be used
to deal with the Neumann boundary condition. It is shown in Section 6 that
our method performs well numerically. The algorithm of the proposed scheme
is similar as Algorithm 2.

4.4 The algorithm for solving the Cahn-Hilliard equation with periodic
boundary condition

We consider the Cahn-Hilliard equation (20) with the periodic boundary
condition,{

ϕ(t, x1, · · · , xi + Ii, · · · , xd) = ϕ(t, x1, · · · , xi, · · · , xd),
µ(t, x1, · · · , xi + Ii, · · · , xd) = µ(t, x1, · · · , xi, · · · , xd),

i = 1, · · · , d,

(32)
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where Ii is the period along the i-th direction. To satisfy the condition (32),
as in [10], we transform the input vector x = (x1, · · · , xd) into a fixed trigono-
metric basis before applying the FNN. The component xi in x is mapped as
follows

xi →
{
sin

(
j · 2πxi

Ii

)
, cos

(
j · 2πxi

Ii

)}J

j=1

, i = 1, · · · , d,

where J is the order of the trigonometric basis. The network structure for the
periodic boundary condition (32) is shown in Figure 3. The algorithm of the
proposed scheme is similar as Algorithm 2.

Fig. 3 Network structure for periodic boundary condition

5 Deep neural network for solving Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes
system

We now solve the coupled Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes equation in domain
Rd. According to Section 3.1 and Section 4.1, after time-reversing, the modified
CHNS system is

ut + ν∆u+ (u · ∇)u+∇p+ Cϕ∇µ+ f1 = 0,

ϕt + u · ∇ϕ+ Ld∆µ+ f2 = 0,

µt −
γ2

δ
∆ϕ+ S∆µ+

S

Ld
(u · ∇ϕ+ f2)−

1

δ
(µ+ ϕ− ϕ3) = 0,

∇ · u = 0,

u(T ) = gu, ϕ(T ) = gϕ,

(33)



FBSDE Neural Networks 15

where C denotes a parameter, e.g., the strength of the capillary force compar-
ing with the Newtonian fluid stress.

Similarly, we have the corresponding FBSDEs of (33) by diagonalizing and
using the nonlinear Feynman-Kac formula

dXu
s =

√
2νdWu

s , s ∈ [0, T ],

dX ϕ̂
s =

√
2λ1dW

ϕ̂
s , s ∈ [0, T ],

dX µ̂
s =

√
2λ2dW

µ̂
s , s ∈ [0, T ],

(Xu
0 , X

ϕ̂
0 , X

µ̂
0 )

T = (x0, x0, x0)
T ,

− dY u
s = Fu

s ds−
√
2ν(Zu

s )
T dWu

s , s ∈ [0, T ],

− dY ϕ̂
s = F̂ ϕ̂

s ds−
√
2λ1(Z

ϕ̂
s )

T dW ϕ̂
s , s ∈ [0, T ],

− dY µ̂
s = F̂ µ̂

s ds−
√

2λ2(Z
µ̂
s )

T dW µ̂
s , s ∈ [0, T ],

u(T ) = gu, ϕ(T ) = gϕ,

(34)

with Fu = (u · ∇)u+∇p+ Cϕ∇µ+ f1 and

(F̂ ϕ̂, F̂ µ̂)T = R−1

(
f2 + u · ∇ϕ, S

Ld
(u · ∇ϕ+ f2)−

1

δ

(
µ+ ϕ− ϕ3

))T

.

The Euler scheme of (34) for n = 0, · · · , N − 1 is

Xu
tn+1

= Xu
tn +

√
2ν∆Wu

tn ,

X ϕ̂
tn+1

= X ϕ̂
tn +

√
2λ1∆W

ϕ̂
tn ,

X µ̂
tn+1

= X µ̂
tn +

√
2λ2∆W

µ̂
tn ,

Ỹ u
tn+1

(Xu
tn+1

) = Y u
tn(X

u
tn) +

√
2ν(Zu

tn(X
u
tn))

T∆Wu
tn

− Fu
tn(X

u
tn ,∇Ptn(X

u
tn), Y

u
tn(X

u
tn), Y

ϕ
tn(X

u
tn), Z

µ
tn(X

u
tn))∆tn,

Ỹ ϕ̂
tn+1

(X ϕ̂
tn+1

) = Y ϕ̂
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn) +

√
2λ1(Z

ϕ̂
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn))

T∆W ϕ̂
tn

− F̂ ϕ̂
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn , Y

u
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn), Y

ϕ
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn), Y

µ
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn), Z

ϕ
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn))∆tn,

Ỹ µ̂
tn+1

(X µ̂
tn+1

) = Y µ̂
tn(X

µ̂
tn) +

√
2λ2(Z

µ̂
tn(X

µ̂
tn))

T∆W µ̂
tn

− F̂ µ̂
tn(X

µ̂
tn , Y

u
tn(X

µ̂
tn), Y

ϕ
tn(X

µ̂
tn), Y

µ
tn(X

µ̂
tn), Z

ϕ
tn(X

µ̂
tn))∆tn,

(35)

where ∆tn = tn+1 − tn = T
N = δ,∆Wu

tn =Wu
tn+1

−Wu
tn , ∆W

ϕ̂
tn =W ϕ̂

tn+1
−W ϕ̂

tn

and ∆W µ̂
tn = W µ̂

tn+1
−W µ̂

tn . The Y
u
tn(X

u
tn), Y

ϕ̂
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn) and Y µ̂

tn(X
µ̂
tn) represent

the estimated values of u(tn, X
u
tn), ϕ̂(tn, X

ϕ̂
tn) and µ̂(tn, X

µ̂
tn), respectively.

The Ỹ u
tn+1

(Xu
tn+1

), Ỹ ϕ̂
tn+1

(X ϕ̂
tn+1

) and Ỹ µ̂
tn+1

(X µ̂
tn+1

) are the reference values of

Y u
tn+1

(Xu
tn+1

), Y ϕ̂
tn+1

(X ϕ̂
tn+1

) and Y µ̂
tn+1

(X µ̂
tn+1

), respectively, which are obtained
from the last three equations in (35).
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The (Y u
tn , Ptn)

T represents the estimated value of (u, p)T at time tn given

by the FNN Uθ1 . The (Y ϕ
tn , Y

µ
tn)

T represents the estimated value of (ϕ, µ)T at

time tn given by the FNN Uθ2 . The calculations of Y ϕ̂
tn(X

ϕ̂
tn) and Y

µ̂
tn(X

µ̂
tn) are

based on (29). We choose K different initial sampling points for training. The
algorithm of the proposed scheme is summarized as Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3 Algorithm for the Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes equation

Input: Number of initial sampling points K, terminal time T , number of time
intervals N , viscosity coefficient ν, diffusion coefficient Ld, parameters γ,
δ, C and S, matrix R−1, eigenvalues λ1,2, maximum number of training
iterations Miter.

Output: The optimal FNNs Uθ1 and Uθ2 .
1: Initialize the FNNs Uθ1 and Uθ2 ;
2: Select initial sampling points x0;
3: Generate independent d-dimensional standard Brownian motions Wu

tn ,

W ϕ̂
tn and W µ̂

tn(n = 0, ..., N);

4: Compute Xu
tn+1

, X ϕ̂
tn+1

and X µ̂
tn+1

according to (35) for n = 0, ..., N − 1;
5: According to (29) and (35), use the FNNs Uθ1 and Uθ2 with AD to calculate

Ỹ u
tn+1

(Xu
tn+1

), Ỹ ϕ̂
tn+1

(X ϕ̂
tn+1

) and Ỹ µ̂
tn+1

(X µ̂
tn+1

);
6: Minimize the loss function by the Adam algorithm

l(θ1, θ2) =
1

K

K∑
k=1

[
1

N

N−1∑
n=0

(
|(Ỹ u

tn+1
− Y u

tn+1
)(Xu

tn+1,k)|
2

+|(Ỹ ϕ̂
tn+1

− Y ϕ̂
tn+1

)(X ϕ̂
tn+1,k

)|2 + |(Ỹ µ̂
tn+1

− Y µ̂
tn+1

)(X µ̂
tn+1,k

)|2
)

+ α1|(gu − Y u
tN )(Xu∪ϕ̂∪µ̂

tN ,k )|2 + α2|(gϕ − Y ϕ
tN )(Xu∪ϕ̂∪µ̂

tN ,k )|2

+
α3

N + 1

N∑
n=0

|∇ · Y u
tn(X

u∪ϕ̂∪µ̂
tn,k

)|2
]
,

where Xu∪ϕ̂∪µ̂
tn,k

= Xu
tn,k

∪X ϕ̂
tn,k

∪X µ̂
tn,k

and αi, i = 1, 2, 3 are the weights
of the components of the loss function. The subscript k corresponds to the
k-th initial sampling point;

7: Repeat procedures 2 to 6 until the maximum number of training iterations
Miter is reached.

For the CHNS equation with the Dirichlet, Neumann and periodic boundary
conditions, the similar methods as in Section 3 and Section 4 can be used.

6 Numerical experiments

In this section, we present a series of numerical results to validate our
methods. For quantitative comparison, we calculate the error of the numer-
ical solution Yt0 and the exact solution ut0 in the relative L∞ norm, i.e.
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||e||L∞ =
||Yt0

−ut0
||L∞

||ut0
||L∞ , and relative L2 norm, i.e. ||e||L2 =

||Yt0
−ut0

||L2

||ut0
||L2

. The

total number of training iterations is given by 1E+5, which is divided into
2E+4, 3E+4, 3E+4 and 2E+4 iterations with learning rates of 5E-3, 5E-4,
5E-5 and 5E-6, respectively, as the way in [26]. We employ the Adam opti-
mizer to train FNNs. For each training step, we train the FNNs using 100
points randomly selected by the Latin hypercube sampling technique (LHS)
in the domain if we do not specify otherwise. After the training process, we
randomly pick 10000 points by the same method in the domain to test the
FNNs. We set 4 hidden layers for the FNNs and each hidden layer consists of
30 neurons. The number of neurons in the input layer is d+1 and the number
of neurons in the output layer is determined by the dimension of the output
vector. The cosine function is taken as the activate function of the FNNs if we
do not specify otherwise. In each experiment, we will give a set of weights αi

or stabilization parameter S. How to select or adjust these hyperparameters
will be our future work. In our simulations, we use AMD Ryzen 7 3700X CPU
and NVIDIA GTX 1660 SUPER GPU to train FNNs.

6.1 Navier-Stokes equation

In this section, we numerically simulate the Taylor-Green vortex flow,
which is a classical model to test numerical schemes for the incompressible
Navier-Stokes equation. First, we consider the explicit 2D Taylor-Green vor-
tex flow 

u1(t, x) = − cos(x1) sin(x2) exp(−2νt),

u2(t, x) = sin(x1) cos(x2) exp(−2νt),

p(t, x) = −1

4
(cos(2x1) + cos(2x2)) exp(−4νt) + c,

(36)

for (t, x) = (0, T ]× [0, 2π]2 with constant c ∈ R and initial condition

{
u1(0, x) = − cos(x1) sin(x2),

u2(0, x) = sin(x1) cos(x2).
(37)

Algorithm 1 is employed to estimate u(T, x) = (u1, u2)
T with T = 0.1, f = 0,

N = 10,∆t = T
N = 0.01 and α1 = α2 = 0.1. The numerical results of the errors

for u and ∇p with different viscosity ν are shown in Table 1. The relative L2

errors and the training losses with different training steps are shown in Figure
4. It is observed that these values decrease with parameter ν decreases. Similar
phenomena will occur in the later experiments. Our method is not sensitive to
the parameter ν. The training time is 800s for each case, which is a acceptable
cost.
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ν 1E-1 1E-2 1E-3 1E-4
||e1||L∞ 1.28E-2 7.81E-3 6.97E-3 6.42E-3
||e2||L∞ 1.57E-2 8.10E-3 6.73E-3 6.31E-3
||e1||L2 7.45E-3 1.68E-3 9.01E-4 8.83E-4
||e2||L2 1.28E-2 1.98E-3 8.97E-4 8.29E-4
||e∇p||L2 1.49E-1 2.63E-2 1.51E-2 1.40E-2
time 800s

Table 1 Relative L∞ and L2 errors for (36) performed by the Algorithm 1 with ν = 1E-1,
1E-2, 1E-3 and 1E-4.

(a) Relative L2 error (b) Training loss

Fig. 4 Relative L2 errors of u and training losses of the Algorithm 1 for (36) with different
ν.

The 3D Arnold-Beltrami-Childress (ABC) flow is as follows

u1(t, x) = (A sin(x3) + C cos(x2))e
−νt,

u2(t, x) = (B sin(x1) +A cos(x3))e
−νt,

u3(t, x) = (C sin(x2) +B cos(x1))e
−νt,

p(t, x) = −(BC cos(x1) sin(x2) +AB sin(x1) cos(x3)

+AC sin(x3) cos(x2))e
−2νt + c,

(38)

for (t, x) = (0, T ]× [0, 2π]3 with parameters A,B,C ∈ R, constant c ∈ R and
initial condition 

u1(0, x) = (A sin(x3) + C cos(x2)),

u2(0, x) = (B sin(x1) +A cos(x3)),

u3(0, x) = (C sin(x2) +B cos(x1)).

(39)

We estimate u(T, x) = (u1, u2, u3)
T by applying the Algorithm 1 with pa-

rameters A = B = C = 0.5, T = 0.1, f = 0, N = 10, ∆t = T
N = 0.01,

α1 = α2 = 0.1. The numerical results of the errors for u and ∇p with different
viscosity ν are shown in Table 2. The relative L2 errors and the training losses
with different training steps are shown in Figure 5. The training time is 1000s
for each case, which is not too much longer than the 2D simulations.
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ν 1E-1 1E-2 1E-3 1E-4
||e1||L∞ 1.52E-2 8.97E-3 9.02E-3 9.30E-3
||e2||L∞ 1.16E-2 8.40E-3 8.36E-3 8.14E-3
||e3||L∞ 1.61E-2 1.26E-2 1.22E-2 1.17E-2
||e1||L2 8.51E-3 2.72E-3 2.60E-3 2.59E-3
||e2||L2 6.29E-3 3.15E-3 3.14E-3 3.20E-3
||e3||L2 7.97E-3 3.60E-3 3.85E-3 3.90E-3
||e∇p||L2 2.28E-1 1.17E-1 1.19E-1 1.20E-1
time 1000s

Table 2 Relative L∞ and L2 errors for (38) performed by the Algorithm 1 with ν =1E-1,
1E-2, 1E-3 and 1E-4.

(a) Relative L2 error (b) Training loss

Fig. 5 Relative L2 errors and training losses of the Algorithm 1 for (38) with different ν.

Next, we consider the 2D Taylor-Green vortex flow (36)–(37) with the
Dirichlet boundary condition (13) for (t, x) = (0, T ] × (0, 2π)2. The other
parameters remain the same as the first example. We use the algorithm in
Section 3.3 and the numerical results of the errors for u and ∇p with different
viscosity parameters ν are shown in Table 3 and Figure 6 depicts the training
processes. We also consider the 2D Taylor-Green vortex flow (36)–(37) with
the Neumann boundary condition (17) for (t, x) = (0, T ]×(0, 2π)2. We use the
algorithm in Section 3.4 and the numerical results of the errors for u and ∇p
with different viscosity parameters ν are shown in Table 4 and the training
processes are shown in Figure 7.

Now, we consider the 2D lid driven cavity flow for (t, x) = (0, T ] × (0, 1)2

with the boundary and initial conditions
u(t, x) = (1, 0), x ∈ ∂Ωu

u(t, x) = (0, 0), x ∈ ∂Ω\∂Ωu

u(0, x) = (0, 0), x ∈ Ω,

(40)

where ∂Ωu represents the upper boundary. We utilize the algorithm in Section
3.3 to simulate u. We impose boundary conditions ui = 0, i = 1, 2 to the
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ν 1E-1 1E-2 1E-3 1E-4
||e1||L∞ 3.11E-3 6.30E-3 5.86E-3 6.14E-3
||e2||L∞ 3.68E-3 6.79E-3 6.29E-3 6.17E-3
||e1||L2 1.40E-3 1.61E-3 9.28E-4 8,88E-4
||e2||L2 1.59E-3 1.77E-3 8.48E-4 8.33E-4
||e∇p||L2 3.31E-2 2.47E-2 1.43E-2 1.37E-2
time 1100s

Table 3 Relative L∞ and L2 errors for (36) with the Dirichlet boundary condition per-
formed by the algorithm in Section 3.3 with ν = 1E-1, 1E-2, 1E-3 and 1E-4.

(a) Relative L2 error (b) Training loss

Fig. 6 Relative L2 errors and training losses of the algorithm in Section 3.3 for (36) with
the Dirichlet boundary condition and different ν.

ν 1E-1 1E-2 1E-3 1E-4
||e1||L∞ 1.47E-2 8.76E-3 7.23E-3 6.78E-3
||e2||L∞ 1.46E-2 8.65E-3 6.84E-3 6.45E-3
||e1||L2 9.76E-3 1.69E-3 9.12E-4 9.20E-4
||e2||L2 1.03E-2 2.14E-3 9.02E-4 8.64E-4
||e∇p||L2 1.39E-1 2.75E-2 1.47E-2 1.44E-2
time 1500s

Table 4 Relative L∞ and L2 errors for (36) with the Neumann boundary condition per-
formed by the algorithm in Section 3.4 with ν = 1E-1, 1E-2, 1E-3 and 1E-4.

network in the training process and let

{
Y 1
tn(x1, x2) = 8x1(x1 − 1)x2Y

1
tn(x1, x2),

Y 2
tn(x1, x2) = 8x1(x1 − 1)x2(x2 − 1)Y 2

tn(x1, x2),
(41)

where Y i
tn(x1, x2) represents the estimate of ui(tn, x1, x2) output by the FNN.

Therefore, it is easily verified that Ytn satisfies the boundary conditions of
ui = 0, i = 1, 2. For the condition of u1 = 1 on ∂Ωu , we add the following
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(a) Relative L2 error (b) Training loss

Fig. 7 Relative L2 errors and training losses of the algorithm in Section 3.4 for (36) with
the Neumann boundary condition and different ν.

additional term to the loss function in Algorithm 1

α3

Ku

Ku∑
k=1

[
1

N + 1

N∑
n=0

|Y 1
tn(X

u
tn,k) + 1|2

]
, (42)

where Xu
tn,k

represents the k-th point among the Ku points selected on ∂Ωu

at time tn. The parameters are chosen as T = 0.5, f = 0, ν = 0.1, N = 50,
Ku = 100, ∆t = 0.01, α1 = α2 = α3 = 0.01. To improve accuracy and save
training time, we use the time adaptive approach II mentioned in [39]. At
T = 0.5, the stream function and the pressure p with ν = 0.1 are visually
shown in Figure 8. These results are consistent with benchmark results.

(a) stream function (b) pressure p

Fig. 8 The stream function and pressure p for 2D lid driven cavity flow at T = 0.5 with
ν = 0.1.

Finally, we consider that the flow past a circular obstacle for (t, x) =
(0, T ]× (−2, 10)× (−2, 2). The center of the obstacle is at position (0, 0) with
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the diameter D = 1. The boundary and initial conditions are given

u2(t, x) = 0, x ∈ ∂Ωu ∪ ∂Ωd,

u(t, x) = (0, 0), x ∈ ∂Ωc,

u(t, x) = (uin, 0), x ∈ ∂Ωl,

pn− ν∇u · n = 0, x ∈ ∂Ωr,

u(0, x) = (uin, 0), x ∈ Ω,

(43)

where ∂Ωu, ∂Ωd, ∂Ωl, ∂Ωr, ∂Ωc represent the upper, lower, left, right bound-
aries and the surface of the obstacle. The uin is the inlet velocity and n
is the unit normal vector at ∂Ω pointing outward of Ω. We utilize the al-
gorithm in Section 3.3 to deal with the Dirichlet boundary conditions on
∂Ωu ∪ ∂Ωd ∪ ∂Ωl ∪ ∂Ωc, while we utilize the algorithm in Section 3.4 to deal
with the condition on ∂Ωr. We let

Y 1
tn(x1, x2) =

8Y 1
tn(x1, x2)(x

2
1 + x22 − 0.25)

(x21 + x22)
,

Y 2
tn(x1, x2) =

8Y 2
tn(x1, x2)(x

2
1 + x22 − 0.25)(x1 + 2)(x2 − 2)(x2 + 2)

(x21 + x22)
,

(44)

where Y i
tn(x1, x2) represents the estimate of ui(tn, x1, x2) output by the FNN.

Therefore, it is easily verified that Ytn satisfies the boundary conditions of
ui = 0, i = 1, 2. For the conditions of u1 = uin on ∂Ωl and pn−ν∇u ·n = 0 on
∂Ωr, we add the following additional term to the loss function in Algorithm 1

α3

N + 1

N∑
n=0

[
1

Kl

Kl∑
k=1

|Y 1
tn(X

l
tn,k) + u∞|2 + 1

Kr

Kr∑
k=1

|(Ptnn+ νZtn · n)(Xr
tn,k)|

2

]
,

(45)
where X l

tn,k
denotes the k-th point among the Kl points selected on ∂Ωl at

time tn and Xr
tn,k

denotes the k-th point among the Kr points selected on ∂Ωr

at time tn. The parameters are chosen as T = 1.0, f = 0, ν = 0.025, N = 100,
Kl = Kr = 100, ∆t = 0.01, α1 = α2 = α3 = 0.01 and uin = 3. Similarly,
We choose to use the time adaptive approach II mentioned in [39] to improve
accuracy and save training time. At T = 1.0, the streamline is shown in Figure
9 with ν = 0.025, which is consistent with the result obtained by traditional
numerical methods.

6.2 Cahn-Hilliard equation

In this section, we consider the Cahn-Hilliard equation (20) in (t, x) =
(0, T ]× [0, 2π]d with initial condition

ϕ(0, x) = sin

(
d∑

i=1

xi

)
. (46)
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Fig. 9 The streamline for the flow past a circular obstacle at T = 1.0 with ν = 0.025.

The exact solution is given by

ϕ(t, x) = e−t sin

(
d∑

i=1

xi

)
. (47)

The parameters are taken as Ld = 5E-4, T = 0.1, N = 10, δ = ∆t = 0.01
and α1 = 0.01. We estimate ϕ using Algorithm 2 with different parameter γ
in different dimension. The numerical results of the errors for ϕ with different
γ and S are recorded in Table 5. Training processes in different dimension are
shown in Figure 10. For a fixed dimension, when γ decreases, the relative L2

error and training losses decrease. Our method is not sensitive to parameters
γ and S and it works for the problem with high order derivatives in high
dimension, which does not make the training difficult.

d γ S ||e||L∞ ||e||L2 time

2

0.5 0.5 2.21E-3 1.70E-3

1100s
0.1 0.1 1.80E-3 8.11E-4
0.05 0.05 4.86E-3 7.38E-4
0.01 0.01 2.64E-3 6.62E-4

4

0.5 0.5 9.69E-3 2.93E-3

1200s
0.1 0.1 9.98E-3 1.20E-3
0.05 0.05 1.59E-2 1.14E-3
0.01 0.01 4.03E-3 7.75E-4

8

0.5 0.5 2.57E-2 3.96E-3

1400s
0.1 0.1 1.07E-2 1.65E-3
0.05 0.05 2.22E-2 1.43E-3
0.01 0.01 1.33E-2 8.02E-4

Table 5 Relative L∞ and L2 errors for (47) performed by the Algorithm 2 with γ =
0.5, 0.1, 0.05, 0.01 for dimension d = 2, 4, 8.
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(a) Relative L2 errors for 2D (b) Relative L2 errors for 4D (c) Relative L2 errors for 8D

(d) Training losses for 2D (e) Training losses for 4D (f) Training losses for 8D

Fig. 10 Relative L2 errors and training losses of the Algorithm 2 for (47) with different
parameter γ in different dimension.

We consider the Cahn-Hilliard equation (20) with exact solution (47) de-
fined in Ω = {x : |x| < 1} satisfying the mixed boundary conditions (30) on
∂Ω = {x : |x| = 1}, where h(t, x) and q(t, x) are given by the exact solution.
We choose α1 = 1 and use uniform distribution to collect training points. We
utilize the algorithm in Section 4.3 to solve ϕ with different parameter γ in
different dimension. The numerical results of the errors for ϕ with different γ
and S are recorded in Table 6 and the training processes are shown in Figure
11. Our method works for boundary value problem in high dimension.

d γ S ||e||L∞ ||e||L2 time

2

0.5 0.5 7.25E-4 4.96E-4

1600s
0.1 0.1 1.45E-3 9.66E-4
0.05 0.05 2.38E-3 8.04E-4
0.01 0.01 2.08E-3 8.70E-4

4

0.5 0.5 6.68E-3 4.87E-4

2000s
0.1 0.1 7.72E-3 1.04E-3
0.05 0.05 8.56E-3 1.15E-3
0.01 0.01 1.05E-2 1.47E-3

8

0.5 0.5 1.40E-2 7.49E-4

2200s
0.1 0.1 1.18E-2 9.41E-4
0.05 0.05 1.08E-2 8.82E-4
0.01 0.01 2.06E-2 1.30E-3

Table 6 Relative L∞ and L2 errors for (47) with the mixed boundary conditions performed
by the algorithm in Section 4.3, with γ = 0.5, 0.1, 0.05, 0.01 for dimension d = 2, 4, 8.
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(a) Relative L2 errors for 2D (b) Relative L2 errors for 4D (c) Relative L2 errors for 8D

(d) Training loss for 2D (e) Training loss for 4D (f) Training loss for 8D

Fig. 11 Relative L2 errors and training losses of the algorithm in Section 4.3 for (47) with
different parameter γ in different dimension.

Next, we consider the Cahn-Hilliard equation (20) with exact solution (47)
defined in Ω = (0, 2π)2 with the periodic boundary condition (32) and mixed
boundary condition (30) on ∂Ω, where the periods Ii = 2π, i = 1, 2, where
h(t, x) and q(t, x) are given by the exact solution. We choose J = 1 and other
parameters remain the same as previous example. We utilize the algorithm
in Sections 4.3 and 4.4 to solve ϕ with different parameter γ. The numerical
results of the errors for ϕ are recorded in Table 7 and Figure 12.

γ S ||e||L∞ ||e||L2 time
0.5 0.5 1.38E-2 5.23E-3

3000s
0.1 0.1 1.71E-2 6.61E-3
0.05 0.05 1.54E-2 6.05E-3
0.01 0.01 2.37E-2 7.44E-3

Table 7 Relative L∞ and L2 errors for (47) with the mixed and periodic boundary condi-
tion performed by the algorithm in Sections 4.3 and 4.4 with γ = 0.5, 0.1, 0.05, 0.01.
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(a) Relative L2 errors (b) Training loss

Fig. 12 Relative L2 errors and training losses of the algorithm in Sections 4.3 and 4.4 for
(47) with different parameter γ.

6.3 Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes equation

In this section, we consider the coupled CHNS system

u1(t, x) = − cos(x1) sin(x2)e
−t,

u2(t, x) = sin(x1) cos(x2)e
−t,

p(t, x) = −1

4
(cos(2x1) + cos(2x2))e

−2t + c,

ϕ(t, x) = sin(x1) sin(x2)e
−t,

(48)

for (t, x) = (0, T ]× [0, 2π]2 with the constant c and initial condition
u1(0, x) = − cos(x1) sin(x2),

u2(0, x) = sin(x1) cos(x2),

ϕ(0, x) = sin(x1) sin(x2).

(49)

The parameters are taken as T = 0.1, N = 10, δ = ∆t = 0.01, ν = 1E − 3,
C = 1, Ld = 5E−4, γ = 0.01, S = 0.005, α1 = α2 = α3 = 0.01. The numerical
results of the errors for u(T, x) = (u1, u2)

T , ϕ and ∇p are recorded in Table
8 and Figure 13 shows the training process, where the Algorithm 3 in Section
5 is implemented. It is easy to see that our method works for the coupled
system.

||eu1 ||L∞ ||eu2 ||L∞ ||eϕ||L∞ ||eu1 ||L2 ||eu2 ||L2 ||eϕ||L2 ||e∇p||L2 time
4.05E-2 3.88E-2 1.51E-2 2.14E-2 2.38E-2 3.00E-3 3.41E-1 3400s

Table 8 Relative L∞ and L2 errors for (48) performed by the Algorithm 3.
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(a) Relative L2 errors (b) Training loss

Fig. 13 Relative L2 errors and training losses of the Algorithm 3 for (48).

Finally, we study the interface problem modeled by the CHNS system. In
this example, we choose the square domain Ω = [−1, 1]2 and the parameters
Ld = 1, ν = 1, C = 10, T = 3, N = 300, δ = ∆t = 0.01, γ = 0.03, S = 3.3,
α1 = α2 = α3 = 0.01. The initial conditions for ϕ and u = (u1, u2)

T is givenϕ(0, x1, x2) = max

(
tanh

r −R1

2γ
, tanh

r −R2

2γ

)
,

u(0, x1, x2) = 0,

(50)

where r = 0.4, R1 =
√

(x1 − 0.7r)2 + x22, and R2 =
√
(x1 + 0.7r)2 + x22. The

time adaptive approach II in [39] is employed to reduce the training time.
According to the conservation of mass, we add the following loss term to the
final loss function defined in Algorithm 3

1

N + 1

N∑
n=0

∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

Y ϕ
tn(X)dX −

∫
Ω

g(X)dX

∣∣∣∣2 . (51)

The cosine and tanh functions are chosen as activation functions for the FNNs
Uθ1 and Uθ2 , respectively. The evolution of the bubbles merging is visually
shown in Figure 14, which is coincide with the result in the literature.

7 Conclusions and remarks

In this article, we have presented the methods to obtain the numerical so-
lutions of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation, the Cahn-Hilliard equa-
tion and the CHNS system with different boundary conditions based on the
Forward-Backward Stochastic Neural Networks. In particular, we utilize the
modified Cahn-Hilliard equation that is derived from a widely used stabilized
scheme for original Cahn-Hilliard, which can be diagonalized into a parabolic
system. The FBSNNs are applied to this system, which works well for high-
dimensional problem. We demonstrate the performance of our algorithms on
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(a) t=0 (b) t=0.2 (c) t=0.5 (d) t=1.0

(e) t=1.5 (f) t=2.0 (g) t=2.5 (h) t=3.0

Fig. 14 Phase evolution at t = 0, 0.2, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0.

a variety of numerical experiments. In all numerical results, our methods are
shown to be both stable and accurate. In the future work, we will study on
how to make the training more efficiently and provide the theoretical analysis
for our methods with some assumptions.
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